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U 30/1/99-^*31^.-^ 1995 ^ ^ TOflftcT ^1T^3> 311^^,1975 

tf^TI (Tlfel eft xTfxfFT, T7 <TTcRM c5T 3IR> ^ 

W cT«n 5TfcT 1995 eft EZJPT ft Wcf |^:- 

eb. gfifon 

ft*fr 'gfSfrcT nfttRIT Wf 91oH fibm & 

(i) fftfe (faft 3TTft STtaft w TOT t) 3TCT 8 we.1^,1999 ?ft 

arfSrcjeRT ft. 30/1/99 -^W e[rt to» ^ert vsrft <ft 7^ ftt, 

ftt 10 313^1996 3ft 3TfaftTOT ft. 182 33 £RT ftftl 7H3T<ft 
^ ft 3Mm m ft fttf%ro ftftwnfs (vjfr 

3lfftftm, 1975 ftt 3FJftft 1 ft 'rfl^RJc^' fttft 2837.20 ft cf^cT erftfjcT t) 

1908 Gl/2000 (1) 
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^ amncfr m %q>i fa\ fa? ^ pmvmsp eft 

TRfacT «ft; 

jntortt m fam 10 m^i996 <ft srf^Rr Tt. 182 g» gRr ^ eft ^ 

^nwr eft uTTrrr # urirft 3 ^ tri t 

gTTT Trft HTcT Pi deleft (fvFfft sfft ^JTpcj'<+5)<+5^3# £R1 vj qcTa ; gj^r 
^r) ct«tt eft wfaR* ^ftt ^ tr> jrfcr sfvft ^ 3 fa f^ 

6(2) <£ 3T5TTR \i% zr? mm fan mn % $ ^ ^ w 3 

arcPTcr wtj; 

sn'ter^ gRT #f%?R 3> wft §n?r ^rftcfcrcft (ftrrft 

zrTf ^ Rp ^ §RT ^ ysrirti % ^lew ^7 r? £) eft mfafafi zft 

srt% M w tt?tif ft % * re sft crrtter ft wr^tt ftft ft 

’ftcR 3Fft ftdIV) ft folRsfd ZW ft m } f'd effVHj ; 

^ ^ ^ 3fo cfTf&rf^ 3TT ^ TT ^ 

^Tf^t TOftfciicw (^mM3tt 4 W W) ft *F argftg Iftgr w fft * 
ft gmrrat ft sftft ^Tcrt 

^ 6 W ^ aifoptf gr?r fft^fftfocr itrt fftftdftr, <ft 

■^t tj| dlfft ddft ft^ RM ftt RT ^|ft 

fftftftr fcraftfSfy ftfa 

i>fanrn $xfr£ ft? ^ftft gjft^ ftft 
^•S* 11 ^TcT ^RPcT ?FH£<*S?H 3F|f ft., ftfa 
ftfft3>cT foT., ft[<^ 

^3THftftT ftfftc^etf ?«ft£, ftft 





[m i—]] 


VRcT : 3 i«iWk u i 


cTsnft, tft f^rato 5 rt ysMMcfl ^t «rara f^n vm i 


(vii) firm 6 ( 3 ) 3t^tr; ^sg- $?r *r$ fecft %rt ^nyRT rfr wtj ^ 

$> 3 ^T 3T5#T <£ W8T x'jfad' toT M «JT % ^ 3R^ %S\ <£ 

Pl^^V^I^I ^r vJ3tT y^TMcfr ^T R^R ftsrff^T wm ^iftcR ^ gft 

^ToTTgr £ I 5 TTcT f^teT^f/WTTc^f ftdfdcb) tRT TO 

cTO WTHIdcfl ^ yfcF ift ffi iRft yf aft ; 

(vni) f^RPT 6(4) ^ ar^TR, 3TR?W ^ERT !JR ^ feP? *TRcT 4 

c£ c£&cf> v3^ta3Tf ^ yFTRoft yf 5>ft | ^TOTft, ftpft tft 

Mid) % MiHldcft 3>T vjiqH 'Tiff f^IT I 

(ix) IWT 6(4) % arj^TR 37R?^ 'SJSRT W?f % f^R "4 fTT^TT^T TH? %f4=FrTT 4>. 3% 

4 ‘J^RTcT Xi.c^bdl'JI t£5 %fiT^T %., «TStel RTR^T ^ 3^-TTd<ril 4*ft ^ *ft I 

(x) Wfa°Frrft 4 27 37teT, 1999 h1Rs[<*> fTOR TpFf % fcR R^off^ ^c(|^ aft | 

4 %TO 4. WTT^T 4^ %Th4>cHT %. % MFT f^TT I ^RhI 4 aTT% 5RT 4?R tjtt fEpdTCf 
^F7t PdRsfd 4 TOJd 'SfiT ST^fR? 4?RT TOT «TT I 


(xi) MiRicM'S) 4 fcrf^pR flro^ to! sm tr^t yq Rrr^ff 4 ? apfaita amt 

^Tcft >Hl4vriPtcfj T3TORT 3Rff #7 v?4 4t f£d«l<£ TO gRT f44?RT 

^ feFJ ^gcTT ^1 I 

(xii) ^ Rm 1 ar^cT, 1998 4 31 ^,1999 cr? ^4 3 Rf 4 ^ f^ ^ yf sft 1 

^^t?n?Tf^TOTOf%^7^26^, 2000 ^y^taT T tn 8 TTa%^T R t^fen« 

yr ^ FT if fsfacK fspRiy^t, 

(xiv) fi<«hK % ■sro y>t arsrffer 7-8-2000 ^ ^t ^ 11 
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PMdthl, STOIdcbi TOT 3RI feddff mf&fl 5> f^R TOT HlfiWlfl 
3RT TORT 


2. MdTOT, 3TTi| Icf^T, TOftlTOITOTrf aft* 3TO TOfM SRI SRtJd fcTO? 

3TjM te ^ t, to tot te? ter tot afa ^ toitt tot t to to ^ 

TORT ^?rtei ^ ?Tt t I 


TO f^WRTEftR vicmc; 

3. ferft ■$ ftcTTOS ■qtHf STCT fTOTCte TOTR 3?R TOR TO[ % TO*T tf TOt^ fTOR TOf TOTTO TOT 
tl (TORl^R TOR 3?R TOR TOF§ % #1 f %5Rt te t 3TfTOjfTOT Site fate 3TOHte>4 

tel 


TO TOTO^TOOfar 

4. ^fe^TOTTOtTOTO^TORTHRTTO?TTI 

c??fiTR ter % <tef % %tt t. to %froro to t te^^ter tot tefafte ten 

% I TOffa TOTRTO TOtc^t. [faKlci TO§> %fHTOTO far. te TOt TflTOFT? *fan TOT TO, 

Rte TOR§ TOlf "TOR TORT te g3TT f I 

TO MK4 

5. TOfTORt t TOTT 9TO( 1 )(TO) % 3T-pTR TOTTOTOf ^TO TOT fater TOT% % TOHHI ^ te Wi 
IrotcTTOt TOt WTltet teft I TTTOfR teft TOt frofcTTO t TOf^TORt TOt TOI^ TOM ntf fTOT I 
TOte, TOftTORt TO? TORT f fTO TOR t?T % teft TOt IrofcTTO % TOfaTORt % TOM RTTOfa ntf 

ter ti 


\jte ^ TOTTTO xjcTO Cf7 TOST t ^TOTO TOftefeRT ^RT 3TRIR TO? TORJcT st 
t I 5TTfste SRT TOITORT TOcTO TOT fateTOT fattetet SRT SRTTOtT TOt SZTH if TOct 

^ TORTTO <£ foR* TTftrofeRT eft Tf TOTTTOT RTTO 3TTTOR TO? tel 

TOT t I 





[MFT 1—1] 


MTOT ^iT : SWItJflTI 


7 vfc* tor ^ cnflilto ot^tt ?T«n 'HiRto wtos?nr 
^ to* c^T f^FT ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ Mct ^g: w to % I ijfc ^ 

^r w 4 am^m ^TFJZ 

% i M* tor toto * to ^MTT% *** frn %g tor ^ra 
^ wto to W t utot WM ^ McT^r ^ * 

arato % areto ^ ^ 1? sft *to *r to w % I ^ 

8 . ^ to* *to wn w ^ ^ * *w * *tht 

gjT ^R ^ to t **to toftft * 3TeFT~3TeFT toto t to <"** ^ 

m ftto to t I toFT^t * WTP* *J** 3fTf ftotcT *to ^ 

KeRT * to * to** ^HT *>T ton to t ^ ^ <*J 

gffc HRS * STWltot CTS35TO ^RT **cW to to t 

Ttor tof tor tor *n 135% tolr* to t I 

h. grfci t? 3 cbK»uwa> to* 

io. to^totototototo 7 ^ 

tR **PT to ^ to 3T«mT to 3TrT«f^F7 tntof if ^TTto 7 *^to ^ ^ 

^tWTtl *T*T 3 3TPTTCT to *t to toff ** to?I ** iH ^ fa to ^T ^ 

Tf?cT fasfft toffi ^ ^fto ^T % I 


11 . Srfsto ^ to ^ to to^T to cto ^T f^T to t l*?WT 

cfit^ c^ “tor f^> Tjf^ cfPj, *r*toft ^ ^r i*t to ^ ^ to,^ 

^ to £ to to tor ^ cn tn^-M ^ 

cPTP? toT 3TRJTcfT ^ *f* "to 7 *> ^ ^ t I 

u(. 3*{%^ R»*b4 

12 . to^^toto^^srto^to to^ toto tt^= 
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(cfj) ’JpT % Pmifcid Tfrf%^FT ^RTT^TT^ ?TReT gft 

f^RjfcT ddcp "RFTPTP^I gFT gffaeT T R' f^RJT 7 RJT % I 

(0) ^ cTPJ qTCFrtlsft ^ecfj g>t f^T WI t eft 3>t 3Refe STfcT 

#1t; 

(tj) ifc cfT 1 ^ Lild'i^tH ^ed? dft '?ST lei ill vtfldl 1? eft tRe^ d^lVl dft ddd <dfel xfld 
vjRrar^t w<i^ #r ^Tct 3iRneff ^ ^tr^ iFft i 

13. ^ Rm>|R^I 1% \5TTeft i? 1% xft^T vxi^ciicjl •>!uivivjyq <£ ijef cfc 3TST3T d?T 'ft "HRd 4 

Mfetd xfrfRn^n^ g> 3mneft f? ctpj ^c^f ^r on^t wrr 

vjf^feT #TT I vSRdT^t ¥IWI ^eT dt 3TSTdT dF Tt ^TRef 3 Pldtftd 'dlfeiiH 
^RTT^TT^ <£ ^T*tt 3TraTeft IR ^4.jf.4'£..Stef ift. TOM d?t 

Rl^lR^I it Wfett t I 

14. vW^eKf WTeft <£ 3T?ft^T, farid> 10.10.96 3lfa^cHT tf. 182 <£ gRT 3TRRjR[eT 
3lt%fT Plfcfjqt cfot gft vSTTeft t I 

15. ffT 3TT^T ^ f^SSg gftf STtftc} viMto arfStfoPT SrjTTR #PfRJe5j, vJemg 
^ (Rrtsrt) spftcfrn ^rraiRrcfRoi 3> gRR it ^tt TRfRft i 


Tf?T RpRT w, ftf&z Wtfmnif 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(Directorate General of Anti-Dumping and Allied Duties) 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 11th July, 2000 

FINAL FINDINGS 

SUBJECT : Review investigation of Anti-dumping duties concerning imports of Sodium 
Ferrocyanide from People’s Republic of China. 

No. 30/1/99-DGAD. —Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as amended in 1995 
and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti-dumping Duty on 
Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, thereof: 


A. PROCEDURE 

The procedure described below has been followed : 

(i) The Designated Authority (hereinafter also referred to as Authority), 
issued a public notice vide Notification No. 30/1/99-DGAD dated 8 th 
July 1999 initiating review of definitive anti dumping duty 
recommended on imports of sodium ferrocyanide (classified under 
custom heading 2837.20 of Schedule I of the Custom Tariff Act, 
1975 ) originating in or exported from the People's Republic of China 
(also referred to as China PR hereinafter) vide notification No. 182 
dated 10 th October, 1996; 

(ii) The investigations concluded by the Designated Authority vide 
Notification No. 182 dated 10 th October 1996 have been referred to 
as "the previous investigations " in these findings. 

(iii) The Authority forwarded a copy of the public notice to all the known 
exporters (whose details were made available by the petitioners) and 
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industry associations and gave them an opportunity to make their 
views known in writing in accordance with the rule 6(2); 

(iv) The Authority forwarded a copy of the public notice to all the known 
consumers of sodium ferrocyanide (whose details were made 
available by petitioners in the previous investigations) and advised 
them to make their views known in writing within forty days from 
the date of issue of the letter. 

(v) Request was made to the Central Board of Excise and Customs 
(CBEC) & Director General of Commercial Intelligence & Statistics 
(DGCI&S) to provide details of imports of sodium ferrocyanide. 

(vi) The Authority sent a questionnaire, to elicit relevant information, to 
the following known exporters, in accordance with Rule 6(4); 

1. Sinochem Liaoning, China 

2. Shanhai Chemicals Imp. & Expr. Corpn., China 

3. China National Chemical Construction Anhui Co., 
China. 

4. Advanced Chemical Ltd., Kowloon 

5. Guandong Chemicals Import, China 

None of the exporters, however, filed any response to the 
questionnaire. 

(vii) The Embassy of the subject country in New Delhi was informed 
about the initiation of the investigation in accordance with rule 6(3) 
with a request to advise the exporters/producers from their country to 
respond to the questionnaire within the prescribed time. A copy of 
the letter and questionnaire sent to the exporters was also sent to the 
Embassy, alongwith a list of known exporters/producers; 

(viii) Questionnaires were sent to a number of consumers of sodium 
ferrocyanide in India calling for necessary information in accordance 
with Rule 6(4). None of the parties however, filed response to the 
questionnaire. 
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(ix) A questionnaire was sent to domestic producers viz., M/s. Cyanides 
& Chemicals Co., and M/s. Gujarat Alkalies & Chemicals Ltd., 
Baroda, in accordance with Rule 6(4) calling for necessary 
information. 

(x) The Authority held a public hearing on 27 th April 1999 to hear oral 
presentation of views. The hearing was attended by M/s. Cyanides & 
Chemicals Co., only. The company was requested to file written 
submissions of die views expressed by them. 

(xi) The Authority kept available non-confidential version of the evidence 
presented by various interested parties in the form of a public file 
maintained and kept open for inspection by any interested party. 

(xii) Investigation was carried out for the period starting from 1 st April 
1998 to 31 st March 1999. 

(xiii) In accordance with Rule 16 of the Rules supra, the essential 
facts/basis considered for these findings were disclosed vide 
Disclosure Statement of 26 th May, 2000 to all known interested 
parties and comments received on the same have also been duly 
considered in these findings. 

(xiv) The Central Government has given extension of review 
investigations upto 7 th August 2000 in this case. 

B. Views of Domestic Industry, Exporters, Importers and 
Other interested Parties and Examination by Authority. 

2. The submissions made by the exporters, the importers, the petitioner 
and other interested parties have been examined, considered and, 
wherever appropriate, have been dealt faith in the relevant paras 
below:- 

C. Product under consideration 

3. There is no argument raised by any interested party with regard to 
product under consideration and Like Article. The final findings 
notified in the previous investigations with regard to product under 
consideration and Like Articles remain unchanged. 
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D. Domestic Industry 

4. In the previous investigations. M/s. Cyanides & Chemicals Co., the 
major producer of the product under consideration was considered as 
domestic industry. For the purposes of present investigation, M/s. 
Cyanides & Chemicals Co., who continue to be a major pro d ucer 
represent the domestic industry. However, the proforma was^sent to 
M/s. Gujarat Alkalies & Chemicals Limited, the other producer but 
no reply has been received from them. 

E. Dumping 

5. The Authority sent questionnaires to all known exporters for the 
purpose of determination of normal value in accordance with Section 
9A(1)©. However, none of the exporters responded to the Authority. 
The Authority, therefore, holds that none of the exporters from the 
subject countries have cooperated with the Authority. 

6 . The domestic industry has furnished information with regard to 
normal value, based on constructed value. The normal value has 
been determined by the Authority on the basis of cost of production 
constructed for China PR in view of non-cooperation from the 
exporters. 

7. The domestic industry has claimed export prices on the basis of data 
compiled by the Directorate General of Commercial Intelligence and 
Statistics (DGCIS) and collected by Custom authorities of different 
ports. Since none of the exporters from China PR and importers in 
India have furnished any information with regard to export price, the 
Authority has determined export price on the basis of the information 
available. The CIF pxport price has been adjusted for ocean freight 
and insurance to work out FoB export price, as has been done in 
other cases in view of non-cooperation from the exporters from 
China PR. 
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8 . The export price and normal value so determined have been 
considered as ex-works prices. 

9. Since none of the exporters from the subject country has responded 
to the Authority's request for information, the Authority has not 
determined dumping margin for individual exporters. The Authority 
took into account the best information available, as none of the 
exporters from China and importers in India furnished any factual 
information, for the purpose of fair comparison between the normal 
value and the export price and compared normal value with weighted 
average export price. The comparison shows dumping margin as 
135% of the net export price. 

F. Injury and Causal Link 

10. It would be inappropriate to hold that the imports from the subject 
country would not cause injury to the domestic industry. The 
improvement in any or all the economic parameters affecting the 
domestic industry could be a result of the existing anti dumping 
duties. Imports are still entering at such prices in India which is 
significantly lower than the non-injurious selling price of the 
domestic industry. 

11. The Authority has determined non-injurious selling price for the 
domestic industry and compared it with the landed value of imports 
without charging the level of anti-dumping duties in force to 
ascertain whether injury would recur in case anti d ump ing duties in 
force are removed. 

G. Final Findings 

12 . The Authority concludes, after considering the foregoing, that: 

(a) sodium ferrocyanide originating in or exported from the 
subject country has been exported to India below its nor mal 
value; 

(b) the domestic industry would suffer material injury in case the 
anti dumping duty in force is removed; 
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© injury to the domestic industry would be caused from imports 
from China PR in case the anti dumping duty in force is 
removed. 

13. It is recommended that the anti dumping duties in force on imports of 
sodium ferrocyanide into India originating in or exported from 
People's Republic of China be continued. It is further recommended 
that the anti dumping duty be enhanced to US$ 615 per metric tonne 
on all imports of Sodium Ferrocyanide into India originating in or 
exported from the People's Republic of China from the date of 
notification to be issued in this regard by the Central Government 

14. Subject to above, the final findings notified vide notification No. 182 
dated 10.10.96 is confirmed. 

15. An appeal against this order shall lie to the Customs, Excise & Gold 
(Control) Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the Act supra. 


RATHIVINAY JHA, Designated Authority 


Printed bythe Manager, Govt, of India Press, Ring Road, Mayapuri, New Delhi-110064 
and Published by the Controller of Publications, Delhi-110054. 






